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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to Amendment, filed 08/08/2008. 

Claims 1-30 are pending in this application. In the Amendment, claims 28-30 were 
added. This action is made Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the iii\ eiitioii is not iclentieall\ cliseloscd or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, il' the tlilleienees between the siibjeet matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5, 7-18, 20-27, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Messinger et al. ("Messinger", U.S. Pat. No. 7,000,187), Rockey et al.. 
("Rockey", Pub. No. US 2004/0268259), and Nielsen et al. ("Neilsen", U.S. Pat. No. 6,437,758). 

Per claim 1 , Messinger teaches system for acquiring information and functions from a 
database, comprising: 

at least one context object containing a data record that has information and fiinctions 
from the database and a context-specific menu that has a control component enabling access by a 
user to the context object (see figs. 2 and 13 A, context object 42a-d; context-specific menu 400; 
&QQ col. 8, lines 34-50); 

a context manager and a display device displaying a context display for visualizing the 
selected context objects (figs. 9 and 13; current task 42b and steps are displayed to the user). 
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Although Messinger teaches a particular tasks displayed in the list of task indication may 
be presented to the use a function of a mode setting (col. 2, lines 41-45; col. 12, lines 30-41), 
Messinger does not specifically teach automatically determining a current context of the user by 
at least one of a position in space, a work object and a work task of the user, automatically 
generating selected context objects from the context of the user in an automatic context 
registration by dynamically selecting the context object as a frinction of the current context of the 
user and automatically offering the selected context objects to the user without requiring the user 
to make individual preselections, and a tracking system detecting and recognizing real objects in 
a space, the tracking system comprising at least one image detection unit detecting the real 
objects and a computer unit processing information output by the image detection unit wherein 
the processed information from the tracking system is provided to the automatic context 
registration for automatically generation of the context of the user. However, Rockey et al. 
teaches automatically determining a current context of the user by at least one of a position in 
space, a work object and a work task of the user, automatically generating selected context 
objects from the context of the user in an automatic context registration by dynamically selecting 
the context object as a fimction of the current context of the user and automatically offering the 
selected context objects to the user without requiring the user to make individual preselections 
([0017] shows determining the user's context within a task and dynamically presenting a UI 
context sensitive commands.) Neilson teaches a fracking system detecting and recognizing real 
objects in a space, the fracking system comprising at least one image detection unit detecting the 
real objects and a computer unit processing information output by the image detection unit 
wherein the processed information from the fracking system is provided to the automatic context 
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registration for automatically generation of the context of the user (col. 13, line 52-col. 14, line 
15; shows a gaze tracking device to detect the context of the user and provide information based 
on context of the user.) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to include the teaching of Rockey and Neilsen in the invention of 
Messinger in order to provide systems of presenting commands in a task sensitive manner, which 
assist in using physical screen space in a more efficient manner ([0016]), and in order to 
automatically determined what aspect of the computer's operation has the user's interest and to 
optimize that aspect (col. 1, lines 5-10). 

Per claim 2, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in Claim 1, wherein the 
context objects are assigned granularity levels, wherein the context manager comprises a 
granularity regulator selecting the context objects from a selection range as a fiinction of a 
selected granularity level, and wherein the size of the selection range is dependent on the 
granularity level selected (Messinger, fig. 13c; see col. 12, lines 15-27, which shows different 
levels menu (granularity levels) of context objects). 

Per claim 3, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in Claim 2, wherein the 
assignment of the granularity levels of the context objects is at least one of an automatic 
assignment and a user-guided assignment of the granularity level (Messinger, fig. 13c; col. 12, 
lines 15-27; level menu 430). 

Per claim 4, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in Claim 1 , wherein the 
confrol component of the context-specific menu enables access by the user to the information 
and the fimctions and enables removal by the user of the selected context objects from the 
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context display (Messinger, col. 12, lines 28-42, which shows task list are based on user's 
privilege on the network). 

Per claim 5, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in Claim 1, fiirther 
comprising a manual context registration providing, a user-guided generation of the selected 
context objects from the context of the user (Messinger, col. 12, lines 15-20 and lines 35-41; 
level menu and user's privilege). 

Per claim 7, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in claim 1, fiirther 
comprising a workfiow engine monitoring and controlling a work task of the user, wherein 
information supplied by the workflow engine is provided to the automatic context registration for 
automatic generation of the context of the user (Nielsen, fig. 4; col. 10, lines 231-52) 

Per claim 8, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in Claim 1, wherein the 
context of the user is determined additionally as a fiinction of communication partners of the user 
(Messinger, col. 12, lines 35-41). 

Per claim 9, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in Claim 5, further 
comprising references prompting the context manager to select the context objects from the 
context of the user by the manual context registration, wherein the references comprise at least 
one of entries in the context-specific menu or marks on real objects in a space (Messinger, col. 
12, lines 35-41). 

Per claim 10, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in Claim 1, wherein 
the display device is a mobile display (Messinger, fig. 1; mobile display lOa-b). 

Per claim 1 1, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in one of the 
preceding claims, wherein the control component selects the context objects to be visualized on 
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the display device by the user (Messinger, figs. 9 and 13; current task 42b and steps are 
displayed to the user). 

Per claim 12, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in Claim 1, fiirther 
comprising a fiirther control component generating messages regarding extemal inft)rmation, 
wherein the context of the user is determined additionally as a fiinction of the messages 
(Messinger, col. 8, lines 34-39). 

Per claim 13, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in Claim 1, wherein 
the database is configured for receiving notes of the user that are linked to the context of the 
user, the notes being classified as one of private, public, and relevant to data maintenance 
(Messinger, col. 12, lines 9-15; level menu and user's privilege). 

Claims 14-18 and 20-26 are rejected under the same rationale as claim 1-5 and 7-13 
respectively. 

Claim 27 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 1 . 

Per claim 29, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in claim 1, wherein 
the real objects in the space comprise tangible objects (Nielson, col. 2, lines 30-31 and lines 46- 
48; tangible objects such as human's head and eyes) 

Claims 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Messinger et 
al. ("Messinger", U.S. Pat. No. 7,000,187), Rockey et al. ("Rockey", Pub. No. US 
2004/0268259), Nielsen et al. ("Neilsen", U.S. Pat. No. 6,437,758), and Qiao et al. ("Qiao" US 
Pat. No. 6,075,895). 

Claim 28, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in claim 1, but does not 
teach wherein one of the real objects in the space is one of a machine, a barcode, a label, a 
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component or a person. However, Qiao teaches one of the real objects in the space is one of a 
machine, a barcode, a label, a component or a person (col. 12, lines 18-29). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the 
teaching of Qiao in the invention of the modified Messinger in order to provide detection and 
recognition of alternative gesture making targets that represent real-world objects. 

Claims 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Messinger et 
al. ("Messinger", U.S. Pat. No. 7,000,187), Rockey et al. ("Rockey", Pub. No. US 
2004/0268259), Nielsen et al. ("Neilsen", U.S. Pat. No. 6,437,758), and Paschal (US Pat. No. 5, 
661,473). 

Claim 30, the modified Messinger teaches the system as recited in claim 1, but does not 
teach wherein the real objects in the space comprise at least one tangible machine with a barcode 
or a label. However, Paschal teaches the real objects in the space comprise at least one tangible 
machine with a barcode or a label (Abstract). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the teaching of Qiao in the 
invention of the modified Messinger in order to provide automatic detection and recognition of 
targets that represent real- world objects. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants' arguments in the Amendment have been fiiUy considered but are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's primary argument is that Nielson does not teach "multiple real objects in a 
space are detected and recognized". 

The examiner does not agree for the following reasons: 
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During patent examination, the pending claims must be "given >their< broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification." > In re Hyatt, 21 1 F.3d 1367, 1372, 
54 USPQ2d 1664, 1667 (Fed. Cir. 2000). Although the claims are interpreted in Ught of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution, and broad 
interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be 
interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 
550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

In this case, the Nielson teaches this limitation because in Nielson col. 2, lines 30-31, 
multiple real objects such as pupil and cornea are detected and recognized. In addition, col. 2, 
lines 46-48 shows multiple real objects in space such as head movement, and user's eyes are 
detected and recognized. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Apphcant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to THANH T. VU whose telephone number is (571)272-4073. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri 7:00 AM - 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, William L. Bashore can be reached on (571) 272-4088. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Thanh T. Vu/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2175 



